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1 . Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single paragraph on a 
separate sheet within the range of 50 to 150 words. It is important that the abstract not exceed 
150 words in length since the space provided for the abstract on the computer tape used by the 
printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology often used in patent claims, such as "means" 
and "said," should be avoided. The abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist 
readers in deciding whether there is a need for consulting the full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information given in the 
title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The disclosure concerns," 
"The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure describes," etc. 

. 2. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because it is not limited to a single paragraph. 
Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

3. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

4. Claims 17, 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed 
to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claim 17 defines a program embodying functional descriptive material. Claim 18 
defines a storage medium embodying functional descriptive material. However, claims 17, 18 
do not define a computer-readable medium or memory and is thus non-statutory for that 
reason (i.e., "When functional descriptive material is recorded on some computer-readable 
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medium it becomes structurally and functionally interrelated to the medium and will be statutory 
in most cases since use of technology permits the function of the descriptive material to be 
realized" - Guidelines Annex IV). That is, the scope of the presently claimed can range from 
paper on which the program is written, to a program simply contemplated and memorized by a 
person. The examiner suggests amending the claim to embody the program on "computer- 
readable medium" or equivalent in order to make the claim statutory. Any amendment to the 
claim should be commensurate with its corresponding disclosure. 

5 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claim 14, 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

Regarding claim 14, it is unclear as to what a "JPEG2000" algorithm refers to. Because 
the rules set by JPEG2000 can be varied or modified over time, the algorithm can also be varied 
or modified. 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
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subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1 (2) of such treaty in the English language. 

8. Claims 1-8, 10-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Schwartz 
et al (6,898,323) 

The applied reference has a common assignee with the instant application. Based upon 
the earlier effective U.S. filing date of the reference, it constitutes prior art under 35 U.S.C. 
102(e). This rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) might be overcome either by a showing under 37 
CFR 1.132 that any invention disclosed but not claimed in the reference was derived from the 
inventor of this application and is thus not the invention "by another," or by an appropriate 
showing under 37 CFR 1.131. 

As to claim 1, Schwartz et al disclose an image processing device, comprising: an image 
dividing unit configured to divide an input image into a plurality of image sections (col. 4, lines 
1-3; col. 1, lines 17-25); an encoding unit configured to independently encode each of the image 
sections, and generate a first code stream including a plurality of code sections corresponding to 
the image sections (col. 4, lines 1-3; col. 1, line 16 - col. 2, line 9; col. 9, lines 23-26); and an 
editing unit configured to edit one of the code sections in the first code stream, and generate a 
second code stream based on the edited code section (col. 17, lines 32-42). 

As to claim 2, Schwartz et al disclose a deletion unit configured to delete at least one of 
the code sections from the first code stream and output the second code stream including the 
remaining code sections in the first code stream (col. 17, lines 60-64; col. 18, lines 7-22). 

As to claim 3, Schwartz et al disclose an extraction unit configured to extract at least one 
of the code sections from the first code stream and output the second code stream including the 
extracted at least one code section (col. 1, lines 18-21; col. 17, lines 32-42). 
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As to claim 4, Schwartz et al disclose a selection unit configured to select at least one of 
the code sections from the first code stream; and a replacement unit configured to replace the 
selected code section with predetermined coded data, and output the second code stream 
including the unselected code sections in the first code stream and the predetermined code data 
(col. 17, lines 32-59). 

As to claim 5, Schwartz et al disclose that the deletion unit allocates information data 
indicating that the deleted code section is out of the input image to a header of the deleted code 
section, and outputs the second code stream including the remaining code sections in the first 
code stream and the deleted code section (col. 17, lines 60-64; col. 18, lines 7-22). 

As to claim 6, Schwartz et al disclose that the extraction unit allocates information data 
indicating that each of the unextracted code sections is out of the input image to a header of each 
of the unextracted code sections, and outputs the second code stream including the extracted 
code section and the unextracted code sections (col. 1, lines 18-21; col. 17, lines 32-51). 

As to claim 7, Schwartz et al disclose that the predetermined coded data includes a 
plurality of pixels each having a predetermined pixel value (col. 17, lines 24-25, lines 46-51; col. 
18, lines 19-22). 

As to claim 8, Schwartz et al disclose a decoding unit configured to decode the selected 
code section and generate first image data corresponding to the selected code section (col. 17, 
lines 33-36); an image data generation unit configured to generate second image data based on 
the first image data (col. 17, lines 33-46) ; and a compression unit configured to encode the 
second image data and generate coded data, and output the coded data to the replacement unit as 
the predetermined coded data (col. 17, lines 33-46). 
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As to claim 10, Schwartz et al disclose that the replacement unit replaces image data of 
the selected code section with image data of the predetermined coded data and maintains a 
header of the selected code section unchanged (col. 17, line 46 - col. 18, line 1). 

As to claim 11, Schwartz et al disclose that the replacement unit replaces a header and 
image data of the selected code section with a header and image data of the predetermined coded 
data, respectively (col. 17, line 46 - col. 18, line 6). 

As to claim 12, Schwartz et al disclose that the replacement unit replaces a data length of 
the selected code section or a data length of image data of the selected code section with a data 
length of the predetermined coded data or a data length of image data of the predetermined coded 
data (col. 17, line 46 - col. 18, line 6) . 

As to claim 13, Schwartz et al disclose that the encoding unit encodes each of the image 
sections by using one of entropy coding with two-dimensional discrete wavelet transformation 
and arithmetic coding (col. 2, lines 20-23; col. 4, lines 1-3; col. 9, lines 14-21); 

As to claim 14, Schwartz et al disclose that the encoding unit encodes each of the image 
sections by using JPEG 2000 algorithm; and each of the image sections corresponds to a tile 
according to the JPEG 2000 algorithm (col. 3, line 66 - col. 4, line 3; col. 17, lines 18-36). 

As to claim 15, Schwartz et al disclose that a height and a width of the tile are multiples 
of a quantity d = 2 L , where L is the wavelet decomposition level (col. 4, lines 1-3; col. 5, line 13 
- col. 6, line 65; note tile format in JPEG2000 coding scheme). 

Claims 16-18 recite limitations which are similar to those of claim 1. Therefore, they are 
rejected for the same reasons. Note column 4, lines 45-67 and column 29, lines 22-67. 
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9. 



Claim 9 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 



allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and 
any intervening claims. 

10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Dekel et al (6,314,452) and Chan et al (7,1 10,608) disclose an image compression 
method that utilizes a wavelet transform. 

11 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Phuoc Tran whose telephone number is (571) 272-7399. The 
examiner can normally be reached on MON-FRI. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Eileen D. Lillis can be reached on (571) 272-6928. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the.PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. / .^jT^a^ 




